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ABSTRACT 

This paper extends the definition of Marxism in six aspects and 
discusses it in connection with contemporary theories and reality. 
First, in the aspect of creation and development subjects, we 
should unceasingly enrich and develop the theoretical system 
created by Marx and Engels and increasingly improved by their 
successors. Second, in the aspect of academic thought, we should 
constantly enrich and develop Marxist academic theories on laws 
governing the development of nature, society, and thinking. Third, 
in the aspect of social functions, we should increasingly enrich 
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and develop guiding Marxist ideology on socialist revolution and 
construction, and on the transition to a communist society. 
Fourth, in the aspect of people’s welfare, we should continuously 
enrich and develop Marxist principles and thoughts on improving 
people’s livelihoods, and on realizing the all-round development 
of human freedom. Fifth, in the aspect of values and ethics, we 
should steadily enrich and develop Marxist cultural and 
ideological systems of beliefs and concepts. Sixth, in the aspect of 
international communications, we should continuously enrich and 
develop the Marxist international ideological system concerning 
the world’s peace and development, as well as the community 
with a shared future for mankind. 


To enrich and develop Marxism in the twenty-first century as well as contemporary 
Chinese Marxism is the best commemoration of the 200th anniversary of Marx’s birth 
by Marxists in China and other countries. Both achievements in development and the 
serious problems in contemporary human society indicate that “Marx is still present.” 
However, we need to extend the definition of Marxism in different aspects: (1) in the 
aspect of creation and development subjects, we should unceasingly enrich and develop 
the theoretical system created by Marx and Engels and increasingly improved by their suc- 
cessors; (2) in the aspect of academic thought, we should constantly enrich and develop 
Marxist academic theories on laws governing the development of nature, society, and 
thinking; (3) in the aspect of social functions, we should increasingly enrich and develop 
guiding Marxist ideology on socialist revolution and construction, as well as on the tran- 
sition to a communist society; (4) in the aspect of people’s welfare, we should continuously 
enrich and develop Marxist principles and thoughts on improving people’s livelihoods, 


CONTACT Wang Zhongbao Q wangzb@cass.org.cn © Academy of Marxism, Chinese Academy of Social Sciences, 
Beijing, China 
© 2018 Chinese Academy of Social Sciences 


2 CHENG E. AND WANG Z. 


and on realizing the all-round development of human freedom; (5) in the aspect of values 
and ethics, we should steadily enrich and develop Marxist cultural and ideological systems 
of beliefs and concepts; and (6) in the aspect of international communications, we should 
continuously enrich and develop the Marxist international ideological system concerning 
the world’s peace and development as well as the community with a shared future for 
mankind. According to the “six definitions of Marxism,” Marxists in all countries should 
continue to enrich and develop Marxism in multiple dimensions so as to make greater 
contributions to the prosperity, progress, and civilization of mankind. 


I. The Aspect of Creation and Development Subjects: Unceasingly 
Enriching and Developing the Theoretical System Created by Marx and 
Engels and Increasingly Improved by Their Successors 


Marxism is the theoretical system created by Marx and Engels and increasingly enriched 
and developed by their successors. At present, to develop the Marxist theoretical system 
scientifically, we should have an open and inclusive understanding of certain issues. 

First, the development of Marxism has two main channels or platforms: political circles 
and academia. Leaders of communist parties and Marxist scholars are the two main 
bodies. They should actively interact with each other. This is not to say that people outside 
political circles and academia cannot develop Marxism, but that they have not become the 
main bodies of development. Since Marx and Engels created Marxism, leaders of Marxist 
political parties and Marxist scholars in various countries have enriched and developed 
Marxism continuously, and at the same time they have made nationalized and time- 
oriented innovations on the basis of the specific conditions in their countries and global 
situations. In spite of some mistakes, Marxism and its nationalized theories in various 
countries have generally promoted the expansion, innovation, and development of this 
theoretical system. 

During the sinicization of Marxism, two sinicized Marxist theories have formed: Mao 
Zedong Thought, and the Theory of Socialism with Chinese Characteristics. Since the 18th 
National Congress of the Communist Party of China, the series of Xi Jinping’s important 
speeches have formed a new concept, new thinking, and new strategy for governing state 
affairs in China, namely, Xi Jinping’s Thought on Socialism with Chinese Characteristics 
in the New Era, which has further enriched and developed Marxist theories on philosophy, 
political economy, scientific socialism, sociology, political science, culture, law, ecological 
civilization, international relations, and so on, and which is the ongoing development of 
contemporary Chinese Marxism. While further exploring and answering the major theor- 
etical and practical issues and questions, such as what is socialism, how to build socialism, 
what kind of party to build, how to build that party, what kind of development should be 
achieved, and how to develop the country, this new thought has answered the major theor- 
etical and practical questions—what kind of country to build and how to build (govern) 
the country—in a creative way, which has made an important contribution to the devel- 
opment of Marxism in the twenty-first century. As successors of Marxism, we, the 
majority of Marxist scholars, under the guidance of Marxism-Leninism, the sinicized 
Marxist theories, and the nationalized Marxist theories, should be firm in our faith in car- 
rying out research for the working people, should continue to actively enrich and develop 
Marxism in the main and basic disciplines of philosophy and social sciences, and should 
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work hard to promote active interactions and a development of contemporary Marxism 
which serves as both a guiding ideology and a way of academic thinking. 

Some people, using the idea of Marxism being an indivisible whole as a reason, agree 
neither that there are two main bodies—party leaders and scholars—and two main plat- 
forms—the political circles and academia—enriching and developing Marxism, nor that 
Marxism is the guiding ideology of communist parties and that Marxism is a way of aca- 
demic thought; therefore, they do not agree that active interactions should be made 
between Marxism in either political circles or those in academia. These people are 
obviously outdated and one-sided. The reason is that the theoretical system of Marxism 
is an organic whole, but it is objectively studied and developed by groups of Communist 
Party leaders and groups of Marxist scholars respectively, and there are commonalities as 
well as differences in the methods, the characteristics, and the content of studies by the two 
groups. The so-called virtuous interaction between the two groups means that the Marxist 
theory of Communist Party leaders can guide scholars to study Marxism and other social 
sciences rather than taking the place of the scholars’ studies; it also means that the Marxist 
theory innovated and developed by scholars not only has independent academic values, 
but can also provide theoretical support for the official Marxism. Therefore, the two 
groups should discuss together, learn from each other, motivate each other, and jointly 
contribute their wisdom to the prosperity of the entire system of Marxist theory. 

We should draw lessons from the mistaken views in history that only leaders can 
develop Marxism, and that the task of scholars is only to interpret and defend. Since 
the reform and opening-up, many new Marxist terms and theories used by the leaders 
of the Communist Party of China have been absorbed by Marxist scholars, and many 
new Marxist terms and theories from the scholars have been absorbed by the leaders as 
well as in the party documents. Examples include the concept of “socialist market econ- 
omy, which was initially put forward by Yu Zurao, Researcher of the Chinese Academy 
of Social Sciences, in April 1979; the opinion of socialist market-oriented reform to 
decrease mandatory plans, which was first proposed by Liu Guoguang, Researcher of 
the Chinese Academy of Social Sciences, in July 1979; the viewpoint of attaching impor- 
tance to the environment and to the development of ecological economics, which was first 
brought out by Xu Dixin, Researcher of the Chinese Academy of Social Sciences, in March 
1983; the idea of using such forms of socialized large-scale production organizations as 
stock companies and trusts, which was first proposed by Su Xing, Professor of the Central 
Party School, in July 1983; the idea of combining efficiency and equality organically, which 
was first put forward by Yang Shengming, Researcher of the Chinese Academy of Social 
Sciences, in January 1984; the view on the inevitability of rent and the paid use of land in a 
socialist economy, which was put forward by Zhang Xunhua, Professor of Fudan Univer- 
sity, in the first half of 1984; the viewpoints of the operation and realization of public own- 
ership and distribution according to work, which was put forward by Wei Xinghua, 
Professor of Renmin University of China, in July 1986; the view that socialism meets 
people’s ecological, material, and spiritual needs and the three major civilizations— 
material civilization, spiritual civilization, and ecological civilization, which was put for- 
ward by Liu Sihua, Professor of Zhongnan University of Economics and Law, in August 
1987 (see Cheng 2009). 

Second, Marxists in all countries should strengthen exchanges and cooperation and 
should draw lessons from each other. But they should not hold that “I am the only genuine 
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Marxist” and should not easily blame each other and openly controvert each other, other- 
wise, both academic relations and party relations will be affected. Even some cardinal 
theoretical issues, such as those on being Marxist or non-Marxist should also be solved 
by internal discussions or debates. It is not appropriate to have open controversies between 
parties, because the main task of communist parties in all countries is to do a good job in 
their own revolutions and construction. In general, the communist parties which keep on 
growing and have remarkable achievements in revolutions and construction usually have 
comparatively more correct theories. 

Historical lessons are worth summarizing. On the Sino-Soviet controversy, Deng 
Xiaoping, who once presided over the writing of articles for the Communist Party of 
China for the controversy, commented: “Looking back, both sides have spoken a lot of 
empty talks” (Deng 1993, 291). “A party's comments on a foreign sibling party were 
often based on fixed formulas or on certain stereotyped proposals, which have been proved 
unworkable.” “Whether the domestic policies and routes are right or wrong should be 
judged by the party and the people in their own country, who are most familiar with 
the situation in the country after all” (Deng 1994, 318). The Sino-Soviet controversy led 
to the deterioration of the relationship between the two parties and the two countries 
as well as the splitting of the international communist movement, which was used by 
the United States and other countries to attack Marxism, socialism, and all the communist 
parties. The historical lesson is painful. 

Reflections on the reality are also required. Sam Webb, Chairman of the Communist 
Party of the United States of America, published “A Party of Socialism in the Twenty- 
First Century: What It Looks Like, What It Says, and What It Does” in Political Affairs 
on February 3, 2011, putting forward a series of views on replacing Marxism-Leninism 
with Marxism, on the path of realizing socialism, on ideological struggle and class struggle, 
and so on. The International Relations Department of the Communist Party of Greece and 
Hans Peter Brenner, leader of the Communist Party of Germany, rebutted Webb’s 
remarks in their essays in April and July respectively in the same year (see Chen 2011). 
In fact, this kind of open debate may be neither useful nor beneficial, because communist 
parties in various countries often start from their national conditions and party con- 
ditions. Therefore, as long as the guiding ideology and the final goal are in line with the 
general Marxist direction, it is perfectly normal for different communist parties to set 
up different theories and different work priorities, because it can be proved by their 
own practice whether they are the best or the suboptimal, or whether they are innovative 
Marxism or real revisionism or dogmatism. 


ll. The Aspect of Academic Thought: Constantly Enriching and Developing 
Marxist Academic Theories on Laws Governing the Development of 
Nature, Society, and Thinking 


Lenin (1995, 309) said: “Marxist theory has infinite power, because it is correct.” For 
Marxism, Xi Jinping (2016a) said: “Practice has proved that no matter how the times 
change and how science progresses, Marxism still shows the mighty spirit of scientific 
thoughts and still occupies the commanding heights of truth and morality.” To under- 
stand these scientific assertions deeply, several problems need to be clarified. 
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First, there is a misconception that Marxism is only a revolutionary theory and ideol- 
ogy. In fact, Marxist theories, like other non-Marxist theories on the same subject, are both 
ideologies and academic thoughts—only the standpoints, viewpoints, and methods are 
fundamentally different from those of the non-Marxist theories. For example, in the 
field of philosophy, there are historical materialism and idealism, dialectical materialism 
and mechanical materialism, materialist dialectics and idealistic dialectics, social existence 
determinism and social consciousness determinism, and so on; in the field of political 
economy, the theory of socialism with Chinese characteristics holds that the integration 
of socialism with public ownership as its mainstay with a market economy will produce 
higher efficiency and fairness than the capitalist market economy with private ownership 
as its mainstay, which is completely refused by Western economics; in the field of studies 
on socialism, the view that socialism with Chinese characteristics is the inheritance and 
development of scientific socialism is contrary to the view that social democracy or demo- 
cratic socialism is a scientific theory. Moreover, Marxism is not only a general academic 
thought, but, more importantly, it is the relatively most scientific academic system. 
Those who regard contemporary Western capitalism or the bourgeois academy as a scien- 
tific theory, those who require that Chinese liberal-arts scholars and cadres must go to 
Western countries and must be educated by the non-Marxist or anti-Marxist scholars 
in those countries, or must publish articles in the periodicals edited by the non-Marxist 
or anti-Marxist scholars, are clearly “academically colonized” and “ideologically cap- 
tured,” by which the Marxist theoretical beliefs, communist ideals, and the beliefs on 
socialism with Chinese characteristics of a large number of scholars and cadres are likely 
to be affected. Therefore, the system, the mechanism, and the opinions of the public 
should be corrected urgently. 

If not strictly corrected, this situation is bound to result in idealism in philosophy, neo- 
liberalism in economics, Western constitutionalism in political science, nihilism in history, 
anti-class analysis in sociology, Western rationalism in law, postmodernism in literary the- 
ory, and so on, which will seriously hinder self-confidence in socialism with Chinese 
characteristics, and the popularization of Marxism. Lenin was right in pointing out that: 


Now, since the influence of the bourgeoisie has spread over a wide range of “fellow travelers” 
in Marxist movements, Marxist theoretical basis and the basic Marxist principles have been 
misunderstood in diametrically opposite terms. Therefore, it is all the more important to 
unite all Marxists who have realized the enormity of the crisis and the need to overcome 
it to jointly defend the theoretical foundation and the basic principles of Marxism. (Lenin 
1995, 282; translated from Chinese) 


This is why the Party Central Committee with comrade Xi Jinping as the core has repeat- 
edly stressed that we must give our voice and “show the sword” on the cardinal right and 
wrong issues of Marxism and socialism. 

Second, there is a mistaken public opinion that it is only necessary to develop the three 
components of Marxism, namely, Marxist philosophy, Marxist political economics; and 
scientific socialism. This is clearly one-sided. In writing Anti-Duhring, Engels explained 
Marxism in three chapters—Marxist philosophy, political economics, and scientific social- 
ism—which was because Duhring criticized Marxism from these three research fields, 
based on which Lenin said accordingly that Marxism had three components. In fact, 
the normative subject name of scientific socialism should be the “science of socialism,” 
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corresponding to the “science of capitalism” and the “science of feudalism,” and so on. 
Otherwise, in order to be symmetrical and logically self-consistent, to the names of the 
other two components should also be added “scientific.” It must be pointed out here 
that there are several other important components of Marxism. For example, the book 
Ancient Society by Lewis H. Morgan written by Engels according to Marx’s ideas and 
the book The Origin of the Family, Private Property, and the State written by Engels 
according to Marx’s will are standardized books of anthropology and ethnology. These 
two books, along with Stalin’s National Issues and Leninism, and other Marxist classics, 
have objectively formed Marxist anthropology and Marxist ethnology, which are also 
important parts of Marxism. In addition, the concentrated or decentralized expositions 
of classical writers, such as Marx, Engels, Lenin, Stalin, and Mao Zedong, have established 
the basic theories of Marxist sociology, political science, culture, ethics, law, literature and 
art, military science, international relations, and so on, all of which are important parts of 
Marxism. Therefore, we must further vigorously innovate and expand the Marxist theor- 
etical system, category system, discourse system, and method system of the related social 
sciences through active exploration, arrangement, and inheritance of the classical ideas on 
the discipline. As Xi Jinping (2016a) has pointed out: 


Marxist classical writers have broad horizons as well as rich knowledge. Both the Marxist 
theoretical system and the Marxist knowledge system are profound . . . Without great 
effort and hardship, it is difficult to grasp their essence and master their spirit. 


Third, it is necessary to vigorously and vertically promote the first-level Marxist theor- 
etical disciplines in China, including the Basic Principles of Marxism, the Development 
History of Marxism, the Sinicization of Marxism, and Marxism and Overseas Marxism, 
as well as the basic issues of modern Chinese history, ideological and political education, 
and the theories on party construction. At present, the undergraduate enrollment system 
and the Marxist theory education system should be set up as soon as possible so as to form 
a complete education system for Marxist theoretical disciplines, including undergraduates 
and those in masters, doctoral, and postdoctoral education, which would be helpful to 
solve the problem of the non-professional teaching of the Marxist theory teaching staff 
and the consequences of the teachers’ poor foundation in Marxist disciplines. Strict stan- 
dards for the appraisal of professional titles and for the evaluation of scientific research 
achievements in Marxist disciplines should be set up so as to solve the problem that 
although the teachers of Marxist academic disciplines “teach Marxism . . . they carry 
out research not on Marxism but on other academic disciplines” as soon as possible. 
The achievements of Marxist academic disciplines and the scope of their awards should 
be strictly defined so as to solve the problem that any academic achievements, as long 
as they are being guided by Marxism, can be attributed to Marxist academic disciplines 
in the name of academic openness, as well as the problem that the subjects of graduate 
theses in Marxist academic disciplines do not belong to the scope of Marxist academic dis- 
cipline. The construction of Marxist theoretical disciplines should be organically inte- 
grated with the construction of the major disciplines at the university (such as medical 
universities, universities of finance and economics, maritime universities, and so on). 
However, it is necessary to solve the problem of overemphasizing the characteristics of 
the university and neglecting the construction of Marxist academic disciplines and the 
adherence to a Marxist research direction. The problem of insufficient teachers of Marxist 
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theory and ideological and ethical education in colleges and universities should be given 
great importance; the problem that the quality of teaching and research is affected by the 
proportion of teachers of Marxist theory and students not up to the standard should be 
solved. 


lll. The Aspect of Social Functions: Increasingly Enriching and Developing 
Guiding Marxist Ideology on Socialist Revolution and Construction, and on 
Transition to Communist Society 


Some public opinion mistakenly holds that Marxism is outdated or inflexible or has no 
theories of construction. In fact, Marx elaborated on socialist and communist economic 
formations scores of times in Capital, which expounded ownership, pro-rata development, 
economic planning, reproduction, necessary labor and surplus labor, distribution systems, 
various funds, agriculture and land, comprehensive human development, education, 
family, and other topics. The theory of socialism with Chinese characteristics has inherited 
and has comprehensively expanded all these ideas. “Carrying forward the spirit of the 
revolution to the end” (Xi 2016b), promoting the great cause of socialism with Chinese 
characteristics, continuing to advance the great struggle with many new historical features 
and the new great project of the party’s construction, Xi Jinping’s thought on socialism 
with Chinese characteristics has played an important guiding role as well as important 
social functions in adhering to the ideal and faith of the early days. We must truly 
learn, understand, and believe Marxism and give full play to the role of Marxism in mak- 
ing contributions and suggestions for the sustainable and healthy development of China 
and the world today. 

Many people agree that Marxism as founded by Marx and Engels has important theor- 
etical and practical significance for the revolution, but they cannot recognize or they are 
not clear about the important theoretical and practical significance of developing a social- 
ist market economy and the political economics of socialism with Chinese characteristics. 
The year 2017 is the 150th anniversary of the publication of the first volume of Marx’s 
Capital. Does Capital have guiding significance for the development of the socialist market 
economy and the political economics of socialism with Chinese characteristics? Xi Jinping 
(1998, 3-6) has pointed out: 


If it can be said that the basic principles and laws of capitalist production disclosed by Marx 
in Capital are difficult to apply to planned economy under socialist conditions, they have very 
important guiding significance for socialist market economy that we are currently developing 
vigorously. 


This is a very insightful scientific assertion. 

The basic research methods in Capital are historical materialism and materialist dialec- 
tics. To construct a system of concepts, a system of laws, a discourse system, and a theor- 
etical system of socialist political economics with Chinese characteristics, we must 
continue to apply these basic methods. For example, the relationship between production 
and consumption as well as between supply and demand still needs to be dialectically 
recognized and handled. Neither should demand be overestimated one-sidedly as 
Keynesianism does, nor should supply be unduly emphasized one-sidedly as Western 
supply-side economics does. Major aspects of the contradictions should be grasped flexibly 
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based on the changes in the national economy. At present and in the coming period, with a 
view to moderately increasing aggregate demand, China will focus on strengthening 
supply-side structural reforms, will promote the readjustment and reform of major 
economic ratios and various economic structures, and will pay especially close attention 
to solving the problem of structural overcapacity as well as to transforming to the devel- 
opment mode, with improving quality and efficiency as the main tasks. 

The research object of Capital is the capitalist relations of production or the economic 
system. Their emergence, evolution, and trends are expounded systematically considering 
the productive forces and superstructure. Before the reform and opening-up, the socialist 
political economy mainly studied the relations of production and the economic system of 
the socialist planned economy. However, political economics of socialism with Chinese 
characteristics should mainly study the basic aspects and the operating mechanisms of 
the relations of production and the economic system in a socialist market economy, 
including the basic economic system with public ownership as the mainstay and the com- 
mon development of various ownership systems, the basic distribution system with distri- 
bution according to work as the main body and multiple distribution modes compatible 
with the basic economic system, the basic regulatory system with the coexistence of the 
market’s decisive role in the allocation of economic resources and the government’s var- 
ious regulatory roles, and so on. To comprehensively deepen the reform of the economic 
system is to actively meet the objective needs of the development of productive forces and 
the superstructure, which will involve not only all the aspects of production, circulation, 
distribution, consumption of social production and reproduction, but also a macro-econ- 
omy, medium-sized economy, and micro-economy, as well as the various aspects of the 
relations of production, the economic system, and the operational mechanism. There 
have been a lot of new practices and successful experiences, which need to be refined 
and developed into new theories of political economy with Chinese characteristics. 

There are concept systems in Capital which scientifically reveal development laws and 
the operations of the market economy. They are mainly the concept system of labor, 
including specific labor and abstract labor, necessary labor and surplus labor, simple 
labor, complex labor and labor productivity, and so on; the concept system of capital, 
including constant capital and variable capital, fixed assets and working capital, industrial 
capital and commercial capital, land capital and interest-bearing capital, and so on; and 
the concept system of surplus value, including industrial profits, commercial profits, 
bank interest and rent, and so on. In these three concept systems, Marx clearly pointed 
out that the analysis of a capitalist market economy can only be “political economics of 
capital,” and that a future society should produce “political economics of labor.” Socialist 
political economics with Chinese characteristics should neither be capital-centered nor 
take capital as the core. Instead, it should focus on the people, should take labor as its 
core concept, and should comprehensively construct an innovative theoretical system. 
At the same time, we should scientifically enrich and expand the original concepts and 
constantly innovate them based on the practice in China. For example, while Capital 
deals with private capital, private surplus value, and private profit, facing reality we should 
expand our analyses to private capital, public capital, state-owned capital, collective capi- 
tal, cooperative capital, share capital, stock cooperative capital, and so on. We should also 
correspondingly expand the analysis to private surplus value and private profit, state- 
owned surplus value and state-owned profit, collective surplus value and collective 
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profit. For a further example, while Capital discusses wages in private enterprises and 
wages are defined as a form of labor value transformation, they are in essence the realiz- 
ation of economic exploitation. But in reality, we should define wages as a form of labor 
value transformation, and their essence can either be the realization of exploitation or the 
realization of distribution according to work (as in public-owned enterprises). Thus, 
socialist political economics with Chinese characteristics can enrich and develop Marx’s 
main concepts of capital, surplus value, profit and salary, and so on. 

The main task of Capital is to reveal capitalist relations of production and the economic 
laws and operational mechanisms of market economy development. Among them, there 
are unique theories that are only suitable for the capitalist market economy, such as the 
theory on capitalist private ownership and distribution based on capital which leads to 
social polarization, and the theory on capitalist economic crisis as well as its periodicity. 
There are general theories suitable for any society, such as the theory on the multiple fac- 
tors of productive forces and their relationships, the theory on multidimensional and 
unified production relations, the theory on the contradictory movement of productive 
forces and production relations, and so on. There are other useful theories directly appli- 
cable to a socialist market economy, such as the theory on the law of value and its realiz- 
ation form, the theory on capital circulation and turnover, and the formula and theory of 
simple reproduction and expanded reproduction. There are also theories that need to be 
expanded in line with a socialist market economy, such as the theory that extends the aim 
of production from only pursuing private surplus value in private enterprises to double- 
purpose production in public-owned enterprises, as well as the theory that expands simple 
market regulation into double regulation by both market and government. At the same 
time, it is even more necessary to carry forward the methodology of Capital and to create 
entirely new theories suited to a socialist market economy, for example, the theory on how 
state ownership and the collective ownership of production materials can be effectively 
combined with a market economy, the theory on how distribution according to work inte- 
grates with a market economy, and the theory on how China leads economic globalization 
by opening up both inside the country and to the outside world, as well as others. 


IV. The Aspect of People’s Welfare: Continuously Enriching and 
Developing Marxist Principles and Thoughts on Improving People’s 
Livelihoods, and on Realizing the All-Round Development of Human 
Freedom 


Some public opinion mistakenly holds that Marxism is a theory of “supremacy” and has 
no connection with people’s livelihoods and wellbeing, such as people’s entrepreneurship, 
employment, income distribution, housing, social security and benefits, marriage, and 
family. In fact, on the contrary, all classical Marxist writers, Communist Party leaders, 
and Marxist scholars have attached great importance to and have specifically elaborated 
on the people’s livelihoods and well being, and there are a lot of theoretical and policy- 
oriented expositions inherited from predecessors and advancing with the times. Since 
the 18th National Congress of the Communist Party of China, the theory of sinicized 
Marxism has promptly put forward the goal of the Chinese Dream—“making the country 
prosperous, rejuvenating the nation, and making people happy’—and has placed empha- 


3) Ce . 


sis on the new concepts of “people-centered development,” “improving people's livelihood 
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as development,” and the principle of common prosperity and sharing achievements 
together. Remarkable achievements have been made in promoting people’s livelihoods 
including poverty alleviation, employment, social security, medical care, education, 
housing, leisure, security, and distribution. This is because the ultimate goal of Marxism 
and its sinicized theories of revolution, construction, reform, and development is to 
meet the material, spiritual, and ecological/environmental needs of all people to the maxi- 
mum extent through material production, cultural production, service production, and 
ecological/environmental production, as well as to continuously improve the level of 
human wellbeing and the degree of the full and free development of mankind. We 
must be close to the people’s livelihoods, to happiness, and to man’s development, and 
must steadfastly develop the Marxist principles and policy ideas of common prosperity, 
sharing prosperity, and common happiness. 

The theory on the purpose of social production is one of the principles of Marxist pol- 
itical economics. It scientifically reveals that the ultimate goal of capitalist private owner- 
ship is to maximize private surplus value or private profits and to achieve capital 
appreciation. Capitalist production of use value is only to seek private surplus value or pri- 
vate profit. Globally, while a handful of people realized the accumulation of wealth 
throughout the world by means of profit-driven capitalism, most of the world was left 
in relative or absolute poverty. The purpose of socialist production is different from 
that of capitalism because the immediate and final purpose of the production of socialist 
public ownership is to meet the needs of all people in material, spiritual, and ecological 
terms to the greatest extent. Since socialist production of both new value and public 
surplus value serves the production of use value, its production purpose is both oriented 
towards people’s livelihoods and for “the subjectivity of the people.” 

Socialist political economics with Chinese characteristics is the economics which insists 
on the principles of production oriented to people's livelihoods. The general principle of 
political economics holds that one of the major contradictions at the primary stage of 
socialism is the contradiction between the people’s ever-growing material needs and back- 
ward social production. Better and faster development than the capitalism of production 
and the national economy is the solution to this major contradiction. Therefore, our 
emphasis on adhering to the idea of people-centered development embodies the basic 
principle and basic standpoint of Marxist political economics. We must always adhere 
to this fundamental principle in promoting economic development, formulating economic 
policies, and deploying economic work. We must always emphasize the subjectivity of the 
people, which means that development must rely on the people, the purpose of develop- 
ment is precisely for the people, and the achievements of development must benefit the 
people. We believe that development is the hard truth and the first priority and that pro- 
blems in the process of development need to be solved by further development. We also 
believe that the improvement of people’s livelihoods is a kind of development. We must 
take promoting people’s wellbeing, steady progress towards common prosperity, and pro- 
moting people's all-round development as both the starting point and the foothold of our 
economic development. Our development goal is to build a harmonious society in which 
people’s material, cultural, and social needs are fully met, and people’s all-round and free 
development and sustainable ecological development are realized. 

Some people mistakenly believe that socialism lacks economic freedom because of the 
predominant roles of public ownership and distribution according to work and strong 
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state regulation. This is a popular view among people who are extremely confused and 
influenced by the Western media and Western academic propaganda. Since in capitalist 
private ownership it is private capital that employs wage labor, workers have no autonomy 
and freedom in enterprise property rights, labor, distribution, and management. Workers 
only present themselves as free “modern slaves” or “kabushiki kaisha animals” (the latest 
term popular in Japan, meaning both the kabushiki kaisha and the employees are livestock 
enslaved by the company), which results in a serious confrontation between 99% of the 
common people and the richest top 1%. Moreover, since the Western countries serve 
the interests of the bourgeoisie class because they are monopolized by the bourgeoisie, 
the states have neither the intention nor the ability to carry out macro-control and 
micro-regulation favorable to the broad masses of the people, which results in both domi- 
nant and recessive high unemployment rates, cyclical economic crises, government debts, 
sluggish growth, financial disorder, imbalanced industrial structure, polarization of the 
rich and the poor, foreign economic hegemony, and even wars waged to plunder the 
world’s resources, to control the world markets, and to stimulate their domestic economic 
development. It can be seen that for individual workers and small and medium-sized 
enterprises, capitalist economic freedom and economic equality are mainly limited to 
abstract legal provisions and the appearance of market exchange. Such a case has been sys- 
tematically revealed and demonstrated not only by the contemporary Marxist economist 
David Kotz’s theory on the social structure of accumulation, David Harvey's theory on 
“New Imperialism,” and Jean-Claude Delaunay’s theory on financial capitalism, but also 
partially revealed and demonstrated by the American petty bourgeoisie economist Gal- 
braith’s “dual-system” theory about the confrontations between the minority monopoly 
big companies and many small and medium-sized enterprises, the American new Keyne- 
sian economist Joseph Stiglitz’s theory on the criticism of neo-liberalism, and the French 
economist Piketty’s theory on capital and distribution in Capital in the Twenty-First 
Century. 

In the view of Marx and Engels, only by completely eliminating private ownership and 
the commodity economy and implementing the communist system of public ownership, 
distribution on demand, and a planned economy can human society completely separate 
itself from the animal world of inhuman competition for existence and realize the all- 
round development, free development, and joint development of everyone and the 
whole human being. At the primary stage of socialism, as long as a market economic sys- 
tem dominated by public ownership and distribution according to work and state regu- 
lation are actually implemented, much better economic freedom, economic equality, 
and economic performance of most people and enterprises than those of capitalism will 
be achieved. This theory has been fully confirmed by the current economic situation 
and development trend in China and foreign countries. 


V. The Aspect of Values and Ethics: Steadily Enriching and Developing 
Marxist Cultural and Ideological Systems of Beliefs and Concepts 


Some public opinion mistakenly believes that only religion is faith in human life and 
human values. Generally speaking, faith is the belief in or respect for a certain doctrine, 
religion, person, or thing, and it is cherished as one’s own behavioral codes. There are 
three types of beliefs that are consistent with people's basic values: the first is people’s 
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original faith of believing in totem, taboo, myth, and wizard; the second is people’s reli- 
gious beliefs of believing in religious creeds and leaders created by themselves; the third 
is people’s beliefs of theories. Since modern times, people have started to believe a variety 
of more systematic theoretical systems or doctrines, such as Western universal values and 
views of constitutionalism or neo-liberalism, as well as Marxism and communism. How- 
ever, only Marxism on the faith in human life and human values is scientific and advanced, 
and, therefore, only Marxism should be and ultimately must be popularized and realized 
throughout the world. 

Young Marx’s views on careers and the value of happiness in working for humankind 
have set a precedent for Marxist values. On August 12, 1835, Marx wrote in his high- 
school graduation essay, “Reflections of a Young Man on the Choice of a Profession” at 
Trier Middle School: 


But the chief guide which must direct us in the choice of a profession is the welfare of man- 
kind and our own perfection. It should not be thought that these two interests could be in 
conflict, that one would have to destroy the other; on the contrary, man’s nature is so con- 
stituted that he can attain his own perfection only by working for the perfection, for the good, 
of his fellow men. If he works only for himself, he may perhaps become a famous man of 
learning, a great sage, an excellent poet, but he can never be a perfect, truly great man. History 
calls those men the greatest who have ennobled themselves by working for the common 
good; experience acclaims as happiest the man who has made the greatest number of people 
happy; religion itself teaches us that the ideal being whom all strive to copy sacrificed himself 
for the sake of mankind, and who would dare to set at nought such judgments? If we have 
chosen the position in life in which we can most of all work for mankind, no burdens can 
bow us down, because they are sacrifices for the benefit of all; then we shall experience no 
petty, limited, selfish joy, but our happiness will belong to millions, our deeds will live on 
quietly but perpetually at work, and over our ashes will be shed the hot tears of noble people. 
(Marx 1995, 459-460) 


The theories of sinicized Marxism on the purpose and value of a life serving the people and 
taking the basic interests of the people as the aim have always played a great positive role in 
society. Since the 18th National Congress of the Communist Party of China, “prosperity, 
democracy, civility, harmony, freedom, equality, justice, the rule of law, patriotism, ded- 
ication, integrity and friendship,” which are advocated from the three dimensions of the 
state, society and individuals, have fully demonstrated the multidimensional socialist 
core values with profound and rich connotations. The purpose is to educate the newly 
socialist people so that they will take serving the people as their great value of life and con- 
cept of happiness. We must further expound and develop scientific outlook on life and 
advanced human values based on the organic integrity of theory and reality, and history 
and future, so as to promote the constant upswing and civilization of the entire value 
system and behavior of mankind. 

Some people have unilaterally held that science, rule of law, democracy, freedom, and 
human rights are not unique to capitalism, but are rather the achievements of civilization 
and values pursued jointly by mankind in the long course of human development; but at 
different stages of history and in different countries, their realization forms and 
approaches are not the same. Being inferred only from the verbal stance of people and 
some common points of view, this kind of view totally obscures the great difference or 
antagonism among social sciences, democracy, the rule of law, freedom, and human rights 
in different social forms, different classes, and different doctrines. Even bourgeois scholars 
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will admit neither that the nature and the characteristics of contemporary Western capi- 
talist democracy, the rule of law, freedom, and human rights are common with those in 
slavery and feudalism, nor that different social values of different times are common. In 
fact, not only at different stages of historical development and in different countries, are 
their ways and forms of implementation different; even statesmen and theorists in the 
same country and at the same historical stage would have vastly different, even totally 
opposite, values. Otherwise, the British bourgeois revolution and the Great Charter Move- 
ment, the French Revolution and the Paris Commune, the American War of Indepen- 
dence and the killing of the Indians, the long-term trafficking of black slaves by the 
Western countries, the German-Italian-Japanese fascists and the Second World War, 
the Russian October Revolution and the collapse of the colonial system, the new democ- 
racy of the Communist Party of China and the old democracy of Kuomintang in China, 
the United States instigating the color revolution, the old and the new imperialism, Wes- 
tern right-wing conservatives, the social democratic parties and the communist parties, 
and others, would not occur in succession in history, in continuous debates on values, 
and in constant changes of systems. 

We must realize that the belief crisis, cultural crisis, and value crisis of modern capit- 
alism are the ideological roots of various crises, such as the economic, political, social, eco- 
logical, and environmental crises. We can learn that representatives of the Frankfurt 
School—Fromm, Marcuse, Habermas, and others—criticized the phenomena of “One- 
Dimensional Man” and “alienation” in capitalist society. Fromm (1994, 291) believed 
that capitalist “alienation” had led to increasing madness in society, which had resulted 
in people’s feeling of no significance, no happiness, no faith, and no reality in their 
lives. He proposed that the problem of the nineteenth century was the death of God, 
but the problem of the twentieth century was the death of mankind. The danger in the 
past was that people were slaves, but the danger in the future is that people will become 
robots. 

Therefore, it is a very urgent and arduous theoretical and practical task to carry forward 
and further develop Marxist scientific outlooks on the world and on life, as well as on 
values to gradually replace religious beliefs and Western “universal values.” 


VI. The Aspect of International Communications: Continuously Enriching 
and Developing the Marxist International Ideological System concerning 
the World’s Peace and Development, and the Community with a Shared 
Future for Mankind 


There is a misconception that Marxism is merely advocating violent revolutions. In fact, 
according to Marx, peaceful revolutions and violent revolutions are both means and ways 
of handling domestic and international relations and both should be flexibly applied 
according to different situations, but peaceful ways should be preferred: permanent 
peace is the ideal goal of progressive human beings. 

In his theory on communication, Marx criticized “false community” exploiting society 
and the unfair international trade and world market, but advocated a “humanitarian com- 
munist community” of “free Man Consortium” (Marx and Engels 2009, 185). Holding 
high the banner of peace, development, cooperation, and common prosperity, contempor- 
ary China advocates that the international community should jointly create a more 
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justified and equitable new international order, should jointly maintain international 
security, and should jointly construct and promote a community with a shared future 
for mankind and a community with shared interests, which are new concepts, new 
ideas, and new strategies of Marx’s thoughts on international communication and globa- 
lization. We must comprehensively and systematically expound the multi-polarization, 
economic globalization, IT application, and cultural diversity of the world in the era of 
great development, great changes, and great adjustment; we must develop Marxist inter- 
national ideology on peaceful development and human community for mutual benefit of 
the world and the people in an era of financial monopoly capitalism. 

Insisting on peaceful development, open development, cooperative development, and 
win-win development, we advocate that we develop ourselves by fighting for a peaceful 
international environment, and at the same time promote and maintain world peace 
through our own development and growth. We work together with all other countries 
in the world to promote the establishment of international relations with win-win 
cooperation at the core, to seek and expand intersection and combination of common 
interests for all parties, and to jointly safeguard world peace and promote common 
development. We must carry out win-win cooperation in all aspects, including politics, 
economy, security, and cultural cooperation with the outside world. In politics, we 
should construct strategic partnerships at various levels; building a strategic partnership 
is not to create alliances and confrontations, but to carry out “dialogues without con- 
frontations’ and to establish “non-alignment associations.” In the economy, we should 
advocate the awareness of the economic community and should jointly promote sustain- 
able development and constant prosperity of the world economy; to a great extent, 
peaceful development of the world depends on whether we can turn the opportunities 
of China into the opportunities of the world, as well as on whether we can turn the 
opportunities of the world into the opportunities of China, so that China and all 
other countries in the world develop together through positive win-win interactions. 
In security, we must set up a new pattern of shared security for all countries; we advo- 
cate peaceful settlement of disputes between countries through dialogues and consul- 
tations; we resolutely oppose the use of force or the threat of using force; and we 
advocate the concept of the security of building, sharing, and winning together by all 
countries. In culture, we should promote a new situation in which different civilizations 
are tolerant of each other, learn from each other, and share prosperity together; in the 
course of the historical development of mankind, the scientific, technological, political, 
and cultural civilizations created by all ethnic groups and various countries are dazzling 
and colorful, and they reflect and complement each other, which creates a glorious and 
colorful world. In short, China has been following the path of peaceful development, has 
been promoting the awareness of a community with shared human interests, and has 
been striving to seek in common development the highest common factor of the inter- 
ests of all parties so as to build more inclusive and more constructive democratic inter- 
national relations. We should make it clear to the world that China will unswervingly 
follow the path of peaceful development, but there are also preconditions, or principles, 
or the bottom line, which is that we must firmly safeguard China's sovereignty, security, 
and development interests. China will not make trouble, but China is not afraid of trou- 
ble. Practice has proven that peaceful achievements require struggle. Justified, favorable, 
and temperate struggles can help to achieve peace, but if we only blindly compromise in 
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seeking peace, we cannot get it.’ Therefore, on the basis of the resolute safeguarding of 
China’s sovereignty, security, and territorial integrity, China should continue to properly 
handle the differences and frictions with the countries concerned and should strive to 
achieve peaceful and stable relations with neighboring countries and in the region. At 
the same time, China will unswervingly safeguard the peace and stability of Asia and 
the world. 

The construction of a community with a shared future for mankind is China’s 
wisdom for global governance and for the development of human society, which has 
been recognized in the United Nations documents as the consensus of mankind 
today. Complying with the trend of the times, it fully embodies a willingness to work 
together, to share the responsibilities, and to benefit the world. It also points out the 
way forward to promote human wellbeing and safeguard world peace. In the first 
half of the twentieth century, the most urgent aspiration of mankind, which had suffered 
from two disastrous world wars, was to achieve peace. In the 1950s and 1960s, the stron- 
gest voice of the people in the colonies called for the realization of national indepen- 
dence. After the Cold War, the most ardent appeals of the people in the world have 
been cooperation in expansion and common development. Since peace and develop- 
ment are the common aspirations of all mankind, human destiny should be decided 
by all the people in the world; world affairs should be governed by people in all 
countries; world security should be jointly maintained by all countries; international 
rules should be formulated jointly and democratically by all countries; and the world’s 
development achievements should be shared by all the people. These are the inexorable 
trends of historical development and the strong voice of people all over the world. Being 
the development and sublimation of national community, regional community, and 
interests-shared community, common prosperity community focuses on the sustainable 
development of human civilization and aims to promote the establishment of a new 
order for civilization beyond the narrow visions of the nation-state, such as “strong 
nations are sure to see hegemony” and “America First.” It is a concentrated reflection 
of the new contributions of the left to Marxism on human development and world 
development. 

All in all, the current Marxists in all countries must promote the nationalization, mod- 
ernization, and popularization of Marxism, must enrich and develop Marxism in the 
twenty-first century from various aspects, in multiple dimensions, and in different 
fields, must speed up the construction and improvement of Marxist philosophy and social 
sciences’ method system, concept system, discourse system, theoretical system, and subject 
system, and must constantly improve the academic and ideological influences and attrac- 
tions of Chinese and foreign Marxists in the world. 


Note 


1. The “Dove” and “War Hawk” generally described by Chinese and foreign intellectuals are not 
accurate. To be exact, in order to effectively safeguard the fundamental interests of the work- 
ing people in all countries, all progressives should be a unity of “Dove” and “War Hawk.” In 
other words, progressives will be “Doves” or “War Hawks” when they should be. They should 
not be immutable “Doves” and “War Hawks,” nor should they be “Ostriches” that tend to 
turn a blind eye or always be self-surrender, and not to mention “Jackals” of hegemonies 
(namely, partners in crime). 
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